[ 36 ]

Tax Fa, upon which this Reafoning was founded, was miﬁaken, the A& of 1692 was not
re-enaed, or continued, and the Revenue was received under it, till the A& of 1704 was made.

AGAIN, the A& of 1704 was in the fame Terms of indefinite Duration with the A& of 1692,
and the Revenue was received under it by Governor Hart, as well as by Governor Seymowr, in
whofe Time it was cnaled, and it is admitted in the Report that the A& of 1704 was in Force
- till 1715, which deftroys the very Argument of it.

a¥r, <« THAT A&s granting to the Proprietary for the Support of the Government did not ex-
« tend to the Crown, otherwife the Government might have been fupported under the A& of
¢ 1671 (called the AQ of 1676 in the Report by Miftake) that A& being unrepealed till the Aét
‘¢ of 1692 was made, and having Duration for the Life of Lord Charles, and that the Act of 1671
¢ pot extending to the Crown was the Occafion of making the A& of 1692.”

Tue Fa& was miftaken for the One Shilling per Hogthead was received under the A& of 1671
by Mr. Copley their Majefty’s Governor, and therefore upon the Principle of the Report, the A&
of 1904 remained in Force after his Lordfhip’s Reftoration.

Tue Affembly were o far from thinking the Act of 1671 did not extend to the Crown, that
in the Repealing Act of 1692 they propofc§ to fave the Act of 16;{1, and it was at the Requeft of
the Goverament the Act of 1692 was framed, which made the Revenue for the Support of the
Governor more agreeable to the Royal Inftructions requiring al—(urtber Supply, and an ¢fablifbed
Income: [ # ] For by the Ace ot 1671 the One Shilling per ogfhead was given to fupport the
Governor, and the Privy Council, as well as to maintain a conftant Magazine, and was limited
to endure for the Life only of Lord Charles, and by the Act of 1692 the Shilling was given entirely

for the Support of the Governor only, and was indefinite, or perpetual.

¢y, It appears by the Act ¢ transferring the Payment of all fuch Fines and Forfeitures as
« ?hall hereafter arife, or happen upon the Breach of any Penal Laws of this Province, to the
«¢ Right Honourable the Lord Proprietor, that the Law-Makers in the Year [ ™ ] 1717 ap-
«¢ prehended the Act of 1704 did not extend to Lord Baltimore.”

Tue Subftance of the Act referred to is—That where any Fines Penalties or Forfeitures are
made payable to, or recgmerable by the King's MajcﬂgJ by any Laws of this Province, the fame
thall be payable to, and recoverable in his Lordfhip’s ame— T hat where they are &iven for Sup-

rt of Government, his Lordfhip’s fhould be underftood—That all Profecutions fhall be in his

ordfhip’s, inftead of the King’s Name. That the Diffcrence of Name fhall not be affignable
for Error, and that all Excepuon or pretended Fault, or Caufe of Error fhall be aided.

Ir this A& is not to be confidered as [ ' ] decluratory, or made to prevent pretended Excep-
tions, aand may be applied to prove the Opinion of the Legiflature in 1717, that his Lordfhip’s

'/:dgtd that the A& of 1692 was comtinued in 1699 ; but the Fact was otherwife. In the Year
1699 there was a general Repealing Law, which only faved the Aét of 1692 from being affelled
by the Repealing Words. The Repeaiing Acty, which juved the Tonnage Act was of the fume Kind,
and fo was the Repealing At of 1704 ubich fuved ** the At for Eftablifhment of Religious 15 or-
Jhip,” and bad the At beon continued in 1690, the Argument would ful: For AMr. Copley died
in 1693, and was fucceeded by Mr. Nicholton, whs recerved during bis Government the Revenue
granted by the A&t of 1692, and Mr. Blakifton who }{urtadcd Atr. Nicholfon, recerved a%
the fame Revenue, and the Addition of Thiee Pence per Hogshead over and above the One Shil-
PY ling grven by the AR of 1692, was gjuen to Mr. Nicholfon, and afterwards to Mr. Blakifton

before the A of 1699 pa/éd, and the additisual Revenue was alfo in the fame Manner granted
to Mr. Seymour before the dét of 1704 was paffed, and by him too was the One Shilling per
Hgshead received, and after Mr. Seymour’s Death, Mdr. Hart reccived 1l the Year 1715 the
One Shilling granted in 1504, whin Mr. Seymour was Governory and to Alr. Hart the add:-
tional Revenue was given over and above tle One Sislling per Hogskead granted by the At of
1704—This Argument therefore fads in every Rejpecl.

[ 8 ] And aljs gave an Opportunity ts preferve tie Suljlime of the Lpeachment againft the Prg-
prictaries, and, in that, a Pretence fur diopping it

[ ™ ] The Report fpmb generally of the qu-/ﬂ.u’rrr, and refers to the A of 15724, but what
was done in 1717 could only fhew the Senfe of the Laiw-Makers then.

[ %) Acording 2 the Opinion of Sir Thomas Trevor, and the Deterr:inativn confirminy ity all

Fines, &c. were annexcd 1o thy Government.
Name



